In our article ' ''Piensa'' twice: On the foreign language effect in decision making', we reported 9 studies exploring the presence of a foreign language effect (FLe) on decision making. In the first 5 experiments we aimed to replicate, and extend the reduction of framing effects associated with using a foreign language (FL; Keysar et al., 2012). The magnitude of the framing effect was larger for the native (NL) than for the FL condition. However, we failed to report statistical tests checking whether these differences across languages were significantly different from one another. We thank Dr. Florian Wickelmaier for pointing out this shortcoming.
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To do so, we have performed a meta-analysis of our studies. As we are dealing with several separate studies the most suitable method is to combine estimates of the effects, weighted by the inverse of their variances.
We have calculated the LogOR of each language condition from each study as our effect size index. The variance of each of those values is estimated as
, where a, b, c and d are the four cells in the contingency table (Lipsey & Wilson, 2001) . Given that the studies with the Ticket/Money problem and the Discount problem had the same sample of participants and consequently the corresponding effect size estimates are not independent, we averaged their effect sizes (Borenstein, Hedges, Higgins & Rothstein, 2009 ). The average LogOR in that sample is 1.287 for the NL and 0.7186 for the FL. We have fitted a random-effects model, as it is more conservative and realistic than a fixed-effect model. In our small meta-analysis this is especially important, as the tasks are different although they look for the same effect. Nevertheless, in this particular case the results mimic those of the fixed-effect model, as the estimated specific variance of the effects equals zero.
When fitting a model with the language as a dichotomous moderator the effect of such moderator is statistically significant: Q b (1) = 4.724, p = .030. The combined effects are in the expected direction: OR native = 3.155; OR foreign = 1.755. A statistically significant OR means that there is evidence of a framing effect, while the significant effect of the language as a moderator means that the framing effect is significantly different in each language. That is, the meta-analysis shows that there is a statistically significant interaction.
At a descriptive level, the logged OR is higher for the native than for the FL condition in all four studies. However, it could be argued that we do not have 8 separate and completely independent estimates, as each study provides one estimate of each language condition. Although a correlation between the effect sizes of the samples in the studies is not probable, we have reanalyzed the data using the difference between the logged ORs as the effect size index for each study. The expected value of such an index is zero under the null hypothesis that the framing effect is the same for both languages. As the design of each study involves two-independent groups, the variance of such an index equals the sum of their variances. The combined effect size from the four studies using this index equals 0.6028 and the transformation back to OR equals 1.827 [CI95%: 3.108; 1.074]. So, the set of four studies provides 
